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United States will be making a contribu- 
tion to this project whether direct or in- 
direct, and this is intolerable. 

To grant any amount of aid to the 
Communist nation that has confiscated 
more than $1 billion worth of American 
property and has not paid a cent in 
compensation is utterly unthinkable. 

Mr. Speaker, while the subject of Cuba 
is under discussion, I wish to go on rec- 
ord as being in complete disagreement 
with the theory now apparently in vogue 
in administration circles that no one but 
the administration should discuss Cuba. 
In these days of managed news, I sin- 
cerely believe that it is the responsibility 
and duty of each citizen, and, particu- 
larly, each Member of Congress, to con- 
structively discuss and, if necessary, as 
in this case, dare to criticize the decisions 
being made and carried out in our State 
Department by the administration. 
These men are not omniscient; their 
decisions are not sacrosanct. 

This Nation is one of representative 
government, and as one Representative, 
I object to our financing anti-American 
policies. If this means that the Congress 
must cut off support for the Special 
Fund, then this must be done. 

I have voiced my support of the 
United Nations in the past, as have the 
vast majority of Americans. However, 
this U.N. action demands a serious re- 
appraisal of our role in the U,N. My 
deep concern has been voiced to the 
administration, and I sincerely hope that 
other Members of Congress will join in 
expressing their disapproval. Cuba to- 
day is a center for Communist subversive 
activities throughout the Western Hemi- 
sphere. Our every action must be to 
weaken communism in Cuba, not 
Strengthen it. 


A REAPPRAISAL OF THE ALLIANCE 
FOR PROGRESS 

(Mr. LINDSAY (at the request of Mr. 
Bruce) was given permission to extend 
his remarks at this point in the Record 
and to include extraneous matter.) 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. Speaker, I am 
deeply concerned over the future of the 
Alliance for Progress. So far there has 
been very little progress, and too little 
leadership from the United States, The 
program cannot be allowed to continue 
to flounder. The future of the Western 
Hemisphere is at stake. 

I am pleased to bring to the attention 
of my colleagues a memorandum pre- 
pared by three members of the Com- 
merce Committee for the Alliance for 
Progress — COMAP: Emilio G. Collado, 
vice president and director, Standard 
Oil Co. of New Jersey; David Rocke- 
feller, president, the Chase Manhattan 
Bank; and Walter B. Wriston, executive 
vice president, First National City Bank. 

The authors call for a comprehensive 
reappraisal of the' policies and actions 
that will help the Alliance for Progress 
to achieve its basic objectives. They 
urge that increased emphasis be placed 
on the “encouragement of private initia- 
tive and investment, both local and for- 
eign.” It is their further belief that: 

The United States should concentrate its 
economic aid program in countries that show 


the greatest inclination to adopt measures 
to improve the investment climate and with- 
hold aid from others until satisfactory per- 
formance has been demonstrated. 

This is an important study and I hope 
that it receives the widest possible at- 
tention. 

The text of the statement follows: 

A Reappraisal op the Alliance for Progress 
Last spring, the Commerce Committee for 
the Alliance for Progress (COMAP) was 
launched with a view to seeking ways in 
which American business could further the 
Alliance. A few days ago, the Chairman of 
the Committee — J. Peter Grace — submitted 
a report to the Commerce Department and 
to other agencies, recommending certain 
legislative proposals relating to the Alliance. 
The following memorandum sets out the ob- 
servations and conclusions of three members 
of COMAP who, while agreeing with many 
of the points made in the Grace report feel 
that there are certain aspects of the problem 
which need a somewhat different emphasis. 
For this reason we feel justified in submit- 
ting a separate commentary. 

"We have become increasingly concerned 
lest the Alliance for Progress fail to achieve 
its objectives for lack of a proper focus for 
its activities. 

“As one illustration, the initial concept of 
COMAP’s role appears to have been directed 
at finding ways to meet the Punta del Este 
program of $300 million a year of net new 
U.S. private Investment in Latin America by 
devising short-range measures on the part of 
the United States to encourage such invest- 
ment. If such measures would really get 
the Alliance off the ground, they might be 
justified. But we are disturbed by the feel- 
ing that even if such measures were taken, 
and were successful in inducing an expanded 
flow of U.S. investments into Latin America, 
the basic problem of making the area attrac- 
tive to local savers and investors would re- 
main. Indeed, such a program could do 
positive harm by making local governments 
feel even less urgency than they do now for 
achieving a proper investment climate. 

“What is needed is a comprehensive reap- 
praisal, not of the broad objectives of the 
Alliance for Progress, but of the policies and 
actions which will best achieve these objec- 
tives. The first year's operation of the 
Alliance saw heavy emphasis placed on gov- 
ernment planning, government-to-govern- 
ment loans and grants, income redistribution 
through tax and land reform, public housing, 
and other social welfare measures. Many of 
these steps were commendable. Yet they 
were not in most cases accompanied by ef- 
forts to push through economic reforms 
which would encourage private initiative and 
enterprise. The continued outflow of pri- 
vate funds from Latin America is sufficient 
proof of the critical character of the current 
situation. 

“Many countries in Latin America need so- 
cial reforms as well as measures to provide 
greater equality of opportunity. However, 
these broad objectives cannot be achieved 
without a more rapid rate of 'economic ad- 
vance than now is in prospect. And rapid 
economic growth cannot be achieved without 
greater emphasis on the private sector. The 
fact is that some 80 percent of Latin Amer- 
ica’s national Income is today generated by 
private activities. Consequently, the Al- 
liance lor Progress can succeed if — and only 
if — it builds upon this base and places far 
greater emphasis on the encouragement of 
private initiative and investment, both local 
and foreign. 

“To reorient the Alliance for Progress in a 
direction which offers promise of achieving 
its objections involves difficult and sweeping 
economic reforms. Currencies need to be 
stabilized through measures to bring govern- 
ment budgets under control and to avoid in- 


. • 

flationary Increases in the supply of money 
and credit. Efforts along these lines could 
lead to the removal of the many exchange 
controls which still remain and which in- 
hibit economic growth in many nations. At 
the same time, governments should act to 
remove the network of other controls which 
restrict enterprise and sustain local, high- 
cost monopolies. Economic growth, and the 
real benefits to all participants in the com- 
munity which can accrue from growth, are 
maximized in an atmosphere of political and 
economic stability under which competitive 
private enterprise can thrive. 

“In a very real sense, the Alliance for 
Progress is concerned with the age-old prob- 
lem of trying to bake a bigger pie and divide 
the slices more evenly at the same time. The 
emphasis to date has been mostly on the side 
of slicing the pie. While such efforts may be 
desirable in the long run, the immediate ef- 
fect has been to shrink the potential size of 
the pie. Experience around the world shows 
clearly that the national welfare is better 
served by far through policies which enlarge 
the entire pie. 

“To accelerate economic advance in Latin 
America, efforts on many fronts will be re- 
quired. Governments have Important roles 
to play — in such areas as schools, health, 
farm extension services and roads. However, 
the overriding needs is for an increased flow 
of private capital from both local and for- 
eign sources and for a significant and con- 
tinuing Improvement in the efficiency with 
which all resources, including most im- 
portantly human resources, are used. 

“For these reasons, we urge that U.S. 
policies be reoriented to . place far greater 
emphasis on the encouragement of private 
enterprise and investment. What has been 
done to date along these lines is simply not 
enough. The encouragement of private en- 
terprise, local and foreign, must become the 
main thrust of the Alliance. This would in- 
volve two major changes in U.S. policy. 

“The first requirement is that the govern- 
ments — and, as far as possible, the people— 
of Latin America know that the United 
States has changed its policy so as to put 
primary stress on improvement in the gen- 
eral business climate as a prerequisite for 
social development and reform. It must be 
made clear that U.S. policy in this hemi- 
sphere is based on the need for rapid eco- 
nomic growth and on the belief, confirmed 
by all available evidence, that this can be 
achieved within a reasonably free political 
framework only if private capital is given the 
opportunity to work in a favorable environ- 
ment. This means that our policies should 
be consistent throughout the area and should 
discourage tendencies toward nationaliza- 
tion of industries and encourage setting up 
explicit rules which provide for truly reason- 
able indemnification where nationalization 
has taken place. 

“In addition we should discourage policies 
which tend to distort normal economic rela- 
tionships policies leading to overvalued, 

and multivalued exchange systems, complex 
import controls with high and highly vari- 
able traiffs, quotas and other forms of trade 
restriction, price controls and highly unpre- 
dictable budgetary practice. In short, 
emphasis should be placed on creating an 
atmosphere in which private business plan- 
ning can go on without undue concern about 
possible changes in the rules of the game. 
Countries following these policies should be 
given tangible and active support. 

“To make this position clear and unam- 
biguous, it would be necessary for the Presi- 
dent to proclaim it in a major address in 
which he not only spells out the rationale 
behind the new policy, but also indicates 
the tools available to the United States to 
help make it effective. The most important 
of these tools would be the U.S. foreign 
aid program. 
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' !**A secoiui requirement concerns a change 
to the criteria lor granting aid. U.8. lor- 
^Sga aid policy Is a branch o f XJ.8, foreign 
ptftlcy, which should be directed toward 
-BEhieriug specific foreign policy goals. By 
and large it has not been effectively used lor 
this purpose in Latin America. In lbs sim- 
plest terms, our goal In Latin America should 
be to help nations of the area grow econom- 
ically while they retain Internal political 
freedom, and thus remain part of the West- 
ern community of nations. Without eco- 
nomic growth the other goals will be much 
more difficult — if not Impossible— to achieve. 
In order to get growth — which comes first 
both In time and in relation to goals in- 
volving redistribution of Income — capital is 
seeded. Most of this must come from In- 
ternal sources. Thus, foreign aid should be 
•used as an Inducement to nations to adopt 
policies which will Improve the business cli- 
mate and thereby Increase domestic savings 
and investments. The United States should 
concentrate its economic aid program In 
countries that show the greatest Inclination 
to adopt measures to Improve the Investment 
cdlmate, and withhold aid from others until 
sati sfactory performance has been demon- 
strated. 

"The extent to which this policy would 
differ from the present one In Latin America 
dan he seen by Indicating what It would not 
involve: 

"1. Unless there are overpowering politi- 
cal considerations, the United States would 
Hot lead money or make grants In countries 
Which persist In policies which discourage 
private Investment. 

"8. The United States would not grant 
balance-of-payments loans of the bail-out 
variety though It should cooperate with the 
IMP on constructive balance-of-payments 
loans and .stabilization programs. 

"8.. The United States would not provide 
foreign aid In such a way as to finance the 
expropriation of privately owned companies 
in any field of endeavor. 

"On the positive side, the United States 
would seek opportunities to get Individual 
countries started, toward rapid growth. As- 
sistance on a relatively large scale would be 
focused in a few countries that appeared 
most likely to carry out measures needed to 
encourage Investments and establish the 
Widest area of economic freedom. 

"Nowhere in the whole broad range of cur- 
rent economic problems Is there nn f* more 
compeningly significant for the United 
States than that of supporting the economic 
and social advance of our neighbors to the 
South. 

"We are persuaded that the roost im- 
portant way in which the United States can 
help Is by exporting the ideas implicit In a 
free economy. Certainly, money or goods 
alone will not do the Job. Free enterprise la 
the basis of our own growth, and It provided 
the, framework on which our social and 
political Institutions. Imperfect as they still 
■ are. have eyolved. We feel certain that free 
enterprise can be the basis of growth in Te ti p 
America — Indeed, that there Is no known 
alternative that still permits a substantial 
measure oUndivldual freedom., 

"We also believe, however, that to en- 
courage such an evolution In Latin 
the United States must change its role — 
from one that emphasizes short run 
economic palliatives combined with recom- 
mendations for sweeping social and economic 
reforms to one that places the greatest 
enyjhasls on the longer-run goals of creat- 
ing an environment in which freedom of the 


marketplace Is recognized for what It is, a 
major pillar of free and prosperous societies. 
“Eanjo O. Collado, 

"'Viet President and three (or, 
“Standard Oil Co. of New Jersey. 
" t > s.ra Rocxetzllzx, 

“President, 

“ The Chase Manhattan Bank. 
''Walts* B. W*iston, 

"Sxecutive Vice President , 

' “ First National City Bank." 

THE CUBAN QUESTION 

(Mr. LINDSAY (at the request of Mr. 
Bruce) was given permission to extend 
his remarks at this point in the Record 
and to include extraneous matter.) 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. Speaker, because 
of Its Importance I am today placing In 
the Record a column by Walter Lipp- 
mann entitled “On the Cuban Question 
Today.” In the column Mr. Lippmann 
puts down his reasons for believing that 
our distinguished colleague, the junior 
Senator from New York, Senator Keat- 
ing, has won the right to be listened to. 
Mr. Lippmann states in his article that 
after too long a delay the administration 
finally did what It should have done in 
the beginning, which was to arrange 
for consultation and an exchange of in- 
formation between Senator Keating and 
the CIA. Mr. Lippmann goes on and 
states that no matter what the consulta- 
tion and exchange lead to he Is not sure 
it will repair altogether the damage 
done to public confidence by the mis- 
leading information given out — by the 
a dm in i s tration — in September and Octo- 
ber. 

The administration may well have also to 
make a full explanation of what went wrong 
in September and early October — 

States Mr. Lippmann. 

Mr. Lippmann’s article is timely and 
I commend it to the attention of the 
Members of the House and Senate: 

ON the Cuban Question Today 
(By Walter Lippmann) 

In the past week the administration has 
gone to extraordinary lengths to win the 
country's confidence in the reliability of its 
Information about the military situation In 
Cuba. Since the October confrontation there 
can. of course, be no lack of confidence in 
the President's courage and determination to 
protect American Interests once the facts of 
a threat arc established. 

The crisis of confidence originates In what 
happened In the 8 weeks before the October 
confrontation. During the month of Sep- 
tember and Into October the administration 
was Insisting that the Soviet Union had not 
brought offensive weapons Into Cuba. Sen- 
ator Keating was Insisting that they had. 
When he waa found to have beenxight, there 
occurred a loss of confidence In the admin- 
istration's Intelligence services which it is 
still struggling to repair. 

With others, I have had firsthand experi- 
ence which enables me to understand how 
difficult It la to restore confidence once it 
has been shaken. On two occasions It was 
explained to me by high officials how re- 
liable was our photographic surveillance of 
the Island, and how certainly we could de- 
tect the exact nature of the weapons being 


Installed in Cuba. These private explana- 
tions cams after the President had said 
categorically In his press conference of Sep- 
tember 13 that "these new shipments do not 
constitute a serious threat to any other part 
of the hemisphere." Some 3 weeks later, on 
October 3. the Under Secretary of State, Mr. 
Ball, gave to a congressional committee a 
summary of the Intelligence Information 
which came from the CIA. The point erf the 
summary was that there were no offensive 
weapons in Cuba. 

But In fact there were. A week later, on 
October 10, Senator Keating Insisted that 
there were Intermediate range missiles in 
Cuba, and 6 days later the President re- 
ceived the photographs which confirmed the 
charge. 

This is how Senator Keating won the right 
to be listened to, and this la why the ad- 
ministration has now, belatedly, made the 
right move, which Is to arrange for consulta- 
tion and an exchange of Information between 
Senator Keating and the CIA. 

This should put an end to the unseemly 
controversy about who la telling the truth 
between a Senator of the United States and 
the President of the United States. But I am 
not sure it Will repair altogether the dam- 
age done to public confidence by the mis- 
leading Information given out In September 
and October. The administration may well 
have also to make a full explanation of what 
went WTong In September and early October 

Examining the remarkable Intelligence 
briefing by Mr. John Hughes of the Defense 
Department, I find myself quite convinced 
that our photographic Intelligence Is now re- 
liable. But I am struck by the fact that 
there was a blank space In Mr. Hughes’ tes- 
timony for the period from September 5 to 
October 14. 

Photographs taken on August 29 of the San 
Cristobal area and on September 5 at Sagua 
la Grande show positively that no missile 
Bites had been built. The next photograph re- ' 
ferred to by Mr. Hughes Is that of October 14. 
It shows Intermediate range missile sites be- 
ing erected. This Is the photograph which 
precipitated the International crisis. 

Where, we are bound to ask, was our pho- 
tographic Intelligence between September 5 
and October 14? That was when the ad- 
ministration was telling the country that 
there were no offensive weapons In Cuba. 
This Is the source of the Infection which will 
have to be removed If full confidence Is to be 
restored. 

Having said this, I would say that there Is 
no reason to doubt the thoroughness or the 
reliability of our photographic surveillance of 
Cuba and of the sea around It. The situation 
Is extraordinary, We are depending on be- 
ing able to fly dally photographic reconnais- 
sance planes at high and low altitude. In 
Cuba there are a large number of the latest 
antiaircraft weapons manned by Soviet 
soldiers. 

We may say. how come? Up to the pres- 
ent-knock on wood — the Soviet antiaircraft 
gunners are not attacking our reconnaissance 
planes. They must be under orders from 
Moscow where It Is well known that If the 
planes were attacked there would be an Im- 
mediate reprisal. 

But where does this leave us? It leaves us 
with a fragile revised version of the original 
Khrushchev-Kennedy agreement. In the key 
letter of October 27, President Kennedy ac- 
cepted the following terms of settlement: 
The UBHJR. would remove offensive weapon 
systems under United Nations observation 
and supervision. When this was done, the 
United State* would end the quarantine and 
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woultl give assurances against an Invasion of 
Cuba. The U.S.8.R. removed the missiles, 
and the United States of America ended the 
quarantine. But Castro would not permit 
United Nations observers to come to Cuba, 
and consequently the United States would 

give no assurances against Invasion. 

What we have now Is a. substitute for the 
original agreement. We are able to’carry on 
photographic reconnaissance without Inter- 
ference from the Soviet antiaircraft weapons. 
And Cuba is getting, In lieu of a U.S. guar- 
antee against Invasion, a buildup of Its de- 
fensive capabilities. Both Moscow and 
Washington know that this strange working 
arrangement cannot be upset deliberately 
without bringing on a much mightier con- 
frontation than that of last October. ' 


CLOSE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN 

REPRESENTATIVES AND PUBLISH- 
ERS OP WEEKLY PAPERS 

(Mr. HARDING (at the request of Mr. 
Edmondson) was given permission to ex- 
tend his remarks at this point in the 
Record and to include extraneous mat- 
ter.) 

Mr. HARDING. Mr. Speaker, one of 
the privileges of serving a congressional 
district in. the Nation’s Capital is the 
close relationship that a Congressman 
has with the publishers of weekly papers 
in his district. 

During the past couple of years I have 
come to know and to admire the publish- 
er of a small newspaper in Shoshone, 
Idaho — Herb Love. 

This man can best be described by the 
inscription on a plaque recently pre- 
sented to him by the Idaho Press Asso- 
ciation which bestowed upon him the 
blaster Editor-Publisher Award which is 
the highest honor the weekly press can 
bestow upon one of its members, 

The inscription reads: 

He has worked, hard, lived honestly, 
thought soundly, Influenced wisely, and Is 
entitled to the highest honor In his pro- 
fession, ' 

Jflr. Speaker, I would like to include 
at this, point in the Record the account 
of the awarding of this honor to ’Herb 
Love as it is reported in the ‘Lincoln 
County Journal of January 17, IMS. 

, This excellent county paper is now 
being published by a young and ’ener- 
getic newspaperman, John George, who 
gives every indication of also becoming 
one of Idaho’s outstanding weekly pub- 
lishers. " , . " * / 

The above-mentioned follows: 

Idaho’s Highest Journalism Honor Awarded 

. >;■* •, 

The highest honor that the Idaho Press 
Association can bestow on one of Its mem- 
bers, the Master Editor-Publisher Award, 
was presented to Herb. H. Love, Saturday 
night. The award crowns a journalistic 
career of 23 years. 

Editors arid publishers throughout Idaho, 
assembled at Hotel Boise fgr a banquet at 

the irtTO’ 

vigorously agplauaea their approval when 
the namp p,f the winner mg auqoqnced. , ; 

The honor is one that Is not lightly given. 
Winners .are determined by a selection com- 
mittee pf Idaho editors and publishers. 

The inscription on the plaque presented 
Mr. Love sums up the devotion and talent 
he has given to journalism In these words: 

“He has worked hard, lived honorably, 
thought soundly. Influenced unselfishly, and 


is entitled to the highest honor In his pro- 
fession.” 

Lincoln County may, well be proud of the 
man who has served them so well for the 
past 19 years. 

Mr. Love was born in South Dakota and 
reared In Iowa. He attended Iowa State 
.Teachers College and Iowa State College, 
earning his bachelor of arts degree from 
the teachers college In 1924. During World 
War I he served in the U.S. Navy. 

The new master editor -publisher came to 
Idaho in 1925 to serve as superintendent of 
schools at Fairfield, a post he held for 2 
years. He coached athletics at Hailey for a 
year, and was an Instructor in the Wendell 
school for 2 years before leaving the teach- 
ing profession because of physical disability. 

He married Helen Shuey of Wendell at 
Richfield in 1929, The couple have two 
children, a son, John, employed by Ball 
Products Co. of Boulder, Colo., and a daugh- 
ter,' Mrs. Judith Abraham, a student at Kan- 
sas City Art Institute. 

From 1933 to 1944 .Mr. Love was assessor 
of Gooding County, resigning In his sixth 
term to assume ownership of the Lincoln 
County Journal. 

He founded the Gooding Independent In 
1936 and owned the paper until 1940, at 
which time It was sold and merged with the 
Gooding Leader. He Is a charter member 
of the Gooding Lions Club and served as Its 
president just before coming to Shoshone. 

Mr. Love was commander of the Shoshone 
American Legion Post In 1949, and was 
elected district commander In 1950. He Is 
also a past president of the Shoshone Cham- 
ber of Commerce and the Shoshone Rotary 
Club. From 1955 to 1959 he served on the 
Shoshone City Council. 

Mr. Love purchased the Journal from 
Glen Maxwell In May of 1944 and operated 
the paper for almost 19 years. 

He was president of the Idaho Press Asso- 
ciation In 1948, and was a director of the 
Idaho Newspaper Advertising Service for two 
terms before being elected president of that 
organization. 

Mr. and Mrs. Love will remain in Sho- 
shone, but plan an extended trip through 
Colorado, Texas, and Florida this winter. 

,• ' J. > General Excellence 

The, Lincoln County Journal was awarded 
flnsJ place for general excellence In Its circu- 
lation bracket at the press association’s an- 
nual convention In Boise last weekend. 
The Journal has how won the top award 
for 4 years In succession. 

Contest judges were publishers and press 
association managers In Arizona, Montana, 
Nevada, and Washington. 


A BILL TO ESTABLISH A LAND AND 

WATER CONSERVATION FUND 

(Mr. ST. GERMAIN (at the request of 
Mr. Edmondson) was given permission to 
extend his remarks at this point in the 
Record and to include extraneous mat- 
ter.) * " ■ ” 

Mr. ST. GERMAIN. Mr. Speaker, the 
measure I am introducing today, a bill 
to establish a land and water conser- 
vation fund, embodies the administra- 
tion’s program to further provide for the 

ouffdqor reqref tipif needs, of the Natl®, 

In his conservation message last year. 

President Kennedy warned that our 
present sources of recreation are not 
adequate to meet current demands. It 
is his view and mine that we must take 
positive action now, for as he wisely 
points out, “actions deferred are all too 


often opportunities lost, particularly in 
safeguarding our natural resources.” 

The legislation I am presenting today 
is a far-reaching proposal which pro- 
vides for today’s recreation needs while 
anticipating those of the near future. 
While the bill is fundamentally the same 
as the one submitted last year, the new 
version authorizes a program for 50 per- 
cent matching grants to the States for 
planning, and 30 -percent grants for 
acquisition and development of needed 
outdoor recreation resources. The 
States will share the funds available in 
the following manner: one-fifth divided 
equally, three-fifths apportioned on 
the basis of population, and one-fifth 
allocated according to need. 

In order for a State to qualify for as- 
sistance, it must have a comprehensive 
statewide outdoor recreation plan, and 
the States are eligible to receive assist- 
ance in the preparation of such a plan 
and for the training of necessary per- 
sonnel. Also, in anticipation of escalat- 
ing prices for the future acquisition of 
land for recreational purposes, the bill 
limits expenditures for State develop- 
ment work for the next 10 years to 10 
percent of the funds available for State 
assistance. The funds provided by this 
bill will also be available for acquisition 
of land and water which is authorized 
for areas of the national park system 
and areas administered by the Secretary 
of the Interior for outdoor recreation 
purposes; the national forest system; 
purposes of national areas for the pres- 
ervation of species of fish or wildlife 
threatened with extinction ; and inciden- 
tal recreation purposes in connection 
with national fish and wildlife conserva- 
tion areas as authorized by law. 

Revenue sources provided by the bill 
include proceeds from entrance, admis- 
sion, and other recreation user fees or 
charges established by the President for 
Federal land and water areas; proceeds 
from the sale of Federal surplus real 
property; and the proceeds of the 4- 
cent-per-gallon tax on gasoline and 
special motor fuels used in motorboats. 
While the Treasury will hold a portion 
of these revenues for acquisition of addi- 
tional lands at Federal and federally as- 
sisted projects, the greater portion would 
be used to help finance State and Federal 
programs. 

For the purpose of assuring the financ- 
ing of the program when the States are 
prepared for full participation, advance 
appropriations of $60 million a year for 
8 years are authorized beginning with 
the third year, with provision for repay- 
ment from one-half of the revenues 
available to the fund. The fund will be 
used in the proportion of 60 percent for 
State purposes and 40 percent either way 
depending on need. 

This measure is in complete accord 
with the recommendations of the Out- 
door Recreation Resources Review Com- 
mission. It is fiscally sound and for- 
ward looking. I am hopeful, Mr. 
Speaker, that it will receive favorable ac- 
tion at this session of Congress and that 
the country will be able to realize its 
benefits in the near future. 


No. 23- 
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THE LATE HONORABLE ROBERT 
SICE REYNOLDS 

(Mr. TAYLOR (at the request of Mr. 
EDJfoNDSOiO was given permission to 
Attend hi? remarks at this point in the 
Record and to include extraneous 
matter.) 

Mr, TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, citizens 
Of North Carolina and people across the 
Nation were saddened last Wednesday 
hy the death of former U.8. Senator 
Robert Rice Reynolds at his home In 
Asheville, N.C. 

Mr. Reynolds represented North Caro- 
lina in the U.S. Senate from 1933 until 
his retirement from the Senate in 1945. 
He ranks among the most colorful and 
controversial figures in American politi- 
cal history. He stormed Washington 
With a grandeur perhaps never to be 
duplicated. He was different and glam- 
orous and those about him quickly 
realized it. 

. Perhaps no other UJS. Senator brought 
to Washington such a wide variety of 
experience as did Robert R, Reynolds. 
He had been a professional wrestler, a 
football coach, a war correspondent, an 
author, an actor, a motion-picture pro- 
ducer, and a criminal lawyer. He loved 
outdoor life and his earliest political 
campaigns were conducted traveling by 
horse in the. Norte Carolina mountains. 

PQs appearance in the Nation’s Capital 
followed bis famous campaign of 1932 
white he launched with $20 and a T- 
model Ford purchased on the installment 
plan. - His majority In the election was 

Cite' of 'tee largest in North Carolina’s 

history, .He arrived In Washington In 
his “rusjy and trusty” Ford and showed 
no hesitation in driving it to mite 
House teas and other black tie occasions. 

When, he returned to Norte Carolina 
he stated that heTiad taken, fils faithful 
Ford, to tee Capital and parked It be- 
tween two Cadillacs ir^ft mflHon-dcfllar 
garage Which Mr, Hoover had built and 
teat it .rolled its mud-splaftered eyes 
around and looked up at him and said: 
"Bob, ain’t we in society now.” 

Bob Reynolds' stories, similar to the 

e gboye, are told all over North Caro- 
, They are told here in Washington. 
He will be remembered as a legendary 
son of the Blue Ridge Mountains. 

Affectionately known as "Our Bob” by 
friends back home and sometimes refer- 
’ red to as "Buncombe Bob,” Senator 
Reynolds was tee founder of the Am'eri- 
Can Nationalist Party In 1941 and rose to 
the chairmanship of tee Senate Military 


PANAMA CANAL PROCRASTINATION 
PERILOUS 

(Mr. FLOOD’ (at the request of Mr. 
Edhondson) 'was given permission to 
extend his remarks at this point In tee 
Record and to Include extraneous 
matter.) 

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, it has been 
aptly stated that the history of the Pan- 
ama Canal Is one' of continuing crises. 
Those of key character concern the 
best site and the best type, known as the 
battle of routes and battle of the levels. 
Moreover, this pattern of struggle re- 
appears periodically, and since 1947 tee 
question of the proper modernization of 
the Panama Canai has been beset with 
repetitions of these old controversies in 
.slightly modified forms. 

Over a period of years, a number of 
Members of tee Congress, several in tee 
House but only one in the Senate, who 
have made serious studies of the canal 
question and recognized its magnitude, 
have introduced bills to create the Inter- 
oceanic Canals Commission, in so do- 
ing, it was their purpose to provide an 
effective agency to develop a timely, defi- 
nite, and wisely reasoned isthmian canal 
policy, which the Congress and the Na- 
tion can accept and which time and usage 
wiljjustify. 

. Unfortunately, this task, has been 
complicated immeasurably by tee ratifi- 
cation in 1D55 pf a secretly contrived 
canal treaty between the United States 
and Panama and by tee nationalization 
in 1956 of the Suez Canal by Egypt. 
Despite the inherent differences between 
tee. juridical foundatioris of the two In- 
teroccanic canals, this action by Egypt 
served to evoke a chain of aggressive na- 
tionalistic and communistic revolution- 
ary inspired agitations in Panama, some 
of th em marked by mob violence led by 
well-trained leaders^ The long-range 
objectives of this revolutionary move- 
ment is the wresting of tee sovereign 
control of tee Panama Canal from tee 
United States and tee extortion of great- 
er benefits from tee toll revenues. The 
only basis for such aims is that inherent 
in Panama's geographical location, 
which Is adjacent to the Canal Zone ter- 
ritory. The difficulties of securing in- 
creased transit capacity have now be- 
come severely aggravated by the neces- 
sity for safeguarding tee sovereignty 
and jurisdiction of the United States 
over the Panama Canal and the Canal 
Zone. 


The failure on tee part of elements fin 
our Department of Slate to stop tee dep- 
redations of Isthmian agitators by means 
of forthright declarations of U.S. policy, 
in tee course of time, has led to a chain 
of diplomatic victories by Panama, mak- 
ing tee United States a laughing stock 
in the Western Hemisphere. So confi- 
dent did anti-U.S. extremists become 
that the Panamanian National Assembly 
even attempted to encircle the Canal 
Zone by enacting legislation extending 
the 3-mile limit to 12 miles, with Panama 
controlling the water at each end of tee 
zone's 3 -mile limit, which could have 
made that waterway another Berlin. 
This attempt, our Government very 
promptly and properly refused to recog- 
nize, but friction resulted. 

The radical leadership in the Panama 
National Assembly, which includes some 
Marxist-Leninlsts, obviously understood 
tee significance of my researches in the 
exposure of their schemes and did not 
stop with the attempted encirclement of 
the Canal Zone. It followed up by giving 
me the unique distinction of being for- 
mally declared as public enemy No. 1 of 
Panama. 

The situation on tee isthmus was wor- 
ened on Septemer 17, I960, when tee 
President of the United States, in a mis- 
taken gesture of friendship, by an Exec- 
utive order soon after the adjournment 
of the Congress, directed the formal dis- 
play of the Panamanian flag outside the 
flag of the United States at one place in 
the Canal Zone as evidence of a so-called 
titular sovereignty of Panama over the 
zone. This unfortunate precedent of 
striking the American flag in the Canal 
Zone, as predicted by me on the floor of 
the House, merely served to open the 
door, for in Panama and elsewhere, the 
action was Interpreted as a belated 
United States recognition of Pana- 
manian sovereignty. 

In this connection, Mr. Speaker, I 
would invite attention to the fact that 
on February 2, 1960, after full debate, 
the House of Representatives approved 
House Concurrent Resolution 459, 86th 
Congress, against such display by the 
overwhelming vote of 381 to 12, which 
was transmitted to tee Senate but, for 
reasons not published, was never acted 
upon by that body. In addition, the 
Congress passed the Gross amendment 
to the Department of Commerce Appro- 
priations Act prohibiting the expendi- 
ture of funds embraced in the act for 


title chairmanship of tee Senate Military 
Affairs Committee. 

■ A great deal more could be said about 
the accomplishments and activities and 
cafttfoyersies of Senator Reynolds as a 
Member of Congress, but I wish to touch 
briefly on the human qualities of this 
foremost American citizen. 


e Senate Military As a start in this direction, I made a such purpose. No wonder isthmian ex- 

. . - _ . « . . -- tromipfp hortama ombnlrionort onrt o rrA_ 


was sincerely concerned for the 'Canal Zone. 


series of major addresses In tee House 
beginning In 1957 and continuing up to 
tee present Congress. These Included, 
In comprehensive detail, the diplomatic 
and legislative history of tee acquisition 
by tee United States In 1004 of our ter- 
ritorial possession known as tee Panama 


people he represented. ‘ His personality 
magnetic; his charm, warm and 
abiding. Perhaps his greatest attribute, 
however, was that he never’ forgot his 
friends.. .... 

JBQs rich personality, keen sense of hu- 
mor, and loyalty to his friends endeared 
film to tee people of North Carolina. 

Bob Reynolds loved life and he lived It 
fully. 


Though thete efforts were generally 
ignored in the mass news media of the 
United States or, when presented, had 
their meaning distorted, they were 
prominently featured In the press of 
Panama, especially in tee Spanish lan- 
guage papers, which T follow closely. 
Through tee latter, they have produced 
echoes from various countries of Latin 
America. 


tremists became emboldened and arro- 
gant. 

Under these circumstances, the neces- 
sity for an effective counterpoise to Pan- 
ama became clearly evident. This com- 
pensating force developed in the form of 
growing demands for a second canal at 
Nicaragua, the ancient rival of the Pan- 
amanian site, and elsewhere. In an ad- 
dress to the House on June 30, 1960, I 
undertook to give a comprehensive de- 
scription of the Nicaraguan project, 
which was largely based on a 1931 re- 
port — House Document No. 139, 72d Con- 
gress — and to advocate Its consideration. 
The second canal idea, thus stimulated, 
served as an antidote for Castroism in 
Panama and to still some of the violent 
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